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Almighty God, Maker of Heaven and earth, Giver of light 
and life, so teach us those things which belong to the heav- 
enly Kingdom, and those duties which are of the earth, that 
we, stirred by the light and life of the peace of God, may be 


enabled faithfully to do the things committed to us, looking 
ever unto Thee for light and life, that, being lifted above our- 
selves, the life of God in the soul of man may be ours, and 
the peace of God, which passeth all understanding, may then 
keep our hearts and minds, through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Amen. GeorRGE Dawson. 
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Converted Catholic 


“When thou art converted, strengthen thy brethren.”—Luke 22: 
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EDITORIAL NOTES 


“Is the seed yet in the barn? Yea; the vine, and the fig- 
tree, and the pomegranate, and the olive-tree have not brought 
forth; from this day will I bless you.”—Haggai 2: 19. 


i 
Our readers will find much profit in studying the prophecy 


of Haggai. It gives us the best solution to the problems 
which confront us, 

How solemnly the prophet reiterates the burden of his 
message: “Thus saith the Lord of Hosts, Consider your 


ways.” It is not the ways of the Lord which we have to 


consider, nor to look upon the awful events which daily 


appall us as “mysteries of the Divine Providence.” His wavy 
is perfect; His promises stand. It is for us to consider 
whether we have lived up to the conditions of these prom- 
ises. “Whatsoever a man soweth, that shall he also reap,” 
applies not only to individuals but to nations—to the whole 
human race. What winds have we been sowing that we, 
as a race, should reap the present whirlwinds of desolation? 

“Consider your ways.” The Lord invites us to reflect 
upon our own experience. Perhaps we, in our self-righteous- 
ness, think that as individuals and as nations the human race 
has been busily sowing those seeds of progress which should 
have borne much and good fruit. We look upon the actual 
result in blank dismay. 

“Ye have sown much, and bring in little; ye eat, but ye 
have not enough; ye drink, but ye are not filled with drink; 
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ye clothe you, but there is none warm, and he that earneth 
wages earneth wages to put it into a bag with holes.” 

Is it not a striking description of the general state of 
mind of our troubled times? Has there ever been a time 
when more energy and zeal have been wasted? Can we look 
back upon any time in history when men have appealed 
more strongly to their own righteous purposes and yet have 
failed more disastrously? Is there any one of the warring 
nations whose ruler does not claim the justice of his cause, 
and who does not feel that God is bound to give him victory 
because he is fighting in behalf of truth and right, and who 
does not believe that triumph for his side will mean universal 
benefit to the human race? Have there ever been in the his- 
tory of our world so many movements for social betterment, 
or did they ever claim a wider scope? Did Christians ever 
more confidently set forth their purpose of converting the 
whole world to Christ? And yet, did the world ever seem 
farther away from the promised Kingdom of peace and 
bre itherly love? 

Is it not time for us to pause, in the presence of our much 
sowing and scarcity of reaping, to consider our ways? The 
Lord gives us the reason for our failure in plainest words: 
“Ye looked for much,” He says, “and, lo, it came to little; 
and when ye brought it home, | did blow upon it. Why? 
saith the Lord of Hosts. Because of Mine house that is 
waste, and ye run every man unto his own house.” 

The zeal of the Lord’s house has not consumed us; we 
have not sought first the Kingdom of God and His righteous- 
ness; or, if we have thought we were doing so, we have fol- 
lowed our own ways and methods and not His way. Here 
we are told that for the building of God’s holy House the 
materials must be brought from the top of the mountain. 
May we not find a spiritual significance in this? Surely every 
good gift and every perfect gift cometh down from above, and 
comes in answer to prayer. Is it not true that instead of put- 


ting our trust in God, instead of climbing the mountain-top 
of prayer, we have often adopted the methods of worldly 
wisdom, putting our ways before the Lord’s ways? And 


what is the result?) That He comes and blows upon it, con- 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 41 


verting our efforts into naught. We have been spending 
money to bring about peace, but the voices of those who met 
in Peace Conferences are drowned .by the noise of cannon 
and clash of arms, more deadly than the world has ever wit- 
nessed; and the Temple of Peace stands not far from battle- 
fields drenched in blood, like a mockery of man’s ability to 
bring about peace on earth. 

We proclaim the holiness of Jehovah, and look with hor- 
ror upon a sinful world, yet we try to bring the world into 
the holy Temple. The result is the Lord leaves His holy 
lemple, and we are left in darkness. 

And yet the Lord is loving us, even in this. “For your 
own sake the heavens withhold the dew.” The object of our 
failure is to convince us that without Him we can do noth- 
ing, and that we cannot expect Him to do for us, unless we 
entirely renounce self. 

It is interesting to note the parable contained in the 
miraculous draught of fishes. The disciples were masters in 
the art of fishing. If success lay in personal ability, it should 
lave been theirs, yet on two occasions they wasted a whole 
night’s effort, with no result. Only when the command of 
Jesus directed them, and they laid aside their own wisdom 
to follow it, success came. 

On the day when we, having considered our ways and hav- 
ing become convinced of our nothingness apart from Him, 
go to Him for guidance in the direction of our lives, He will 
ay: “From this day will I bless you.” 

“Are you convinced that ‘the race is not to the swift nor 
the battle to the strong’; that the ‘wisdom of man is foolish- 
ness with God’; that it is ‘neither he that planteth nor he 
that watereth, but God that giveth the increase’; that it is 
not by might, nor by power, but by My Spirit, saith the Lord 
f Hosts’? Then, ‘from this day will I bless thee.’ ” 

And in the midst of failure and desolation sounds the 


uugle call of courage. “Then spake . . . the Lord’s messen- 


rer, in the Lord’s message, unto the people, saying, I am 


vith you, saith the Lord. . . . Be strong, all ye people of the 
and and work. ... My spirit remaineth among you; fear 
e not.” 
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Dr. Collins in Washington 

We call the attention of our readers to the article by Dr. 
Collins, giving an account of his speech at the public hearing 
of the bills H. R. 20,644 and H. R. 21,183. 

We wish to emphasize the fact that such bills are uncon- 
stitutional and an insult to the American Legislature and 
the American people. 

The gentlemen who presented the bills have posed as the 
guardians of morality. I challenge them to prove to me that 
there is any papal country which can present a cleaner press 
than the American press. But I have my doubts as to whether 
a clean press is the principal object of the bills. 

There are some papers in this country which have dared 
to publish a few facts out of thousands of similar ones, con- 
cerning the doings of certain priests. So far as we know, they 
have not descended, in their reports, to the style of language 
used by the “Dominicales,” “Motin” and other anti-clerical 
periodicals in Spain. Yet it is no doubt for the purpose of 
suppressing such publications that the bills have been pre- 
sented. It seems to me that the gentlemen in question would 
confer a greater benefit upon the American public and more 
effectually further the cause of morality if, instead of coming 
to Congress with such bills, they should go to the pope with 
a bill making provision for banishing certain priests from 
American soil. 

Knowing, as I do, the policy of the Church, the truth of 
the case appears to be simply this: In the last election the 
Church wire-pullers received the greatest disappointment 
In spite of employing every possible means to secure the elec- 
tion of their candidate, they were defeated. Their hope of 
soon having a Catholic President has been rudely shaken. 
Now they have thought that if they could succeed in having 


a Postmaster General of their own, and investing him with 
the power proposed in these bills, it might even better accom- 
plish their purpose than to be able to control the President or 
the Supreme Court. What the Church wants is secrecy with 
regard to everything detrimental to her, and power to destroy 
everything that opposes her plans. These bills exactly suit 
her object. 
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3ut it is surprising to see the ignorance of some Catholics 
concerning their own Church. The gentlemen who presented 
the bills might have been ignorant of some of the intricacies 
of Roman theology, but to be ignorant of the Syllabus! 
And to call a man “insane” for reminding them of their duty, 
would not that “libel” come under the condemnation of their 
own bills? 

Well, perhaps they really are ignorant, and if the bills 
have been framed by some Jesuitical mind, it makes it all the 
more probable that this is actually the case. One of the most 
strongly emphasized instructions to superiors is that, on a 
fraudulent errand, they should employ the most simple and 
candid of messengers, one who is himself totally ignorant of 
their real purpose. The reason given is that a man who 
knows his errand to be a fraud, however serene and self-pos- 
sessed he may be, lacks the courage of faith, and however 
daring, in many cases may fail. But he who is ignorant of 
an ulterior motive pushes forward with decision. Take the 
case of a “fake” miracle, so common in monasteries. A supe- 
rior will never use, for the propagation of the story, any one 
who is in the plot. They convince a stupid brother or a sim- 
ple-minded father, and bid him publish it abroad. His faith 
not only gives him courage, but aids his imagination in em- 
bellishing the miracle. If he succeeds in convincing others, 
then the dignified superior and the older fathers come to con- 
firm his statements, in all humility; should he fail, nothing 


is lost, for all the blame can then be laid on the credulity of 
the good simpleton. 


Who knows if it is not such ignorance which has made the 
gentlemen referred to fit persons for presenting the bills in 
question? We know this, at any rate, that public morality 
is already safeguarded by our laws, without need of such 
bills, and that only the Roman Church is to be benefited 
by them. 

I should advise the priests and superiors to see to it that 
their own records are clean, and their convents’ records 
likewise, then Roman Catholics need not be afraid of a free 
press. 
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ROMANISTS TRY TO OVERTHROW THE 
CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED 
STATES AND TO DESTROY THE 
LIBERTY OF THE PRESS 


BY PROF, W. RUSSELL COLLINS, D.D. 

You know the old saying about giving a certain individual! 
rope enough and he will hang himself. 

So it is with the political hierarchy of the Roman Church 
in America. Political Romanism has acquired a long rope, 
and now comes the hanging. 

The avowed purpose to make America Roman Catholic 
has long been widely heralded, and no effort has been neg- 
lected to Romanize the Government. 

But Uncle Samuel, long-suffering and patient, turns sharp- 
ly when he discovers that the tails of his coat are actually 
trod upon. 

A vigorous patriotic press has been exposing the political 
manipulations of Rome, and strong patriotic societies have 
been organized throughout the country to oppose such 
manipulations. 

The campaign against Roman political aggression resulted 
in heavy losses to the Roman party at the recent elections. 
And now this foreign political machine, in desperation, at- 
tempts to overthrow the Constitution in an effort to throttle 
the press. 

We have not space to relate here the history of Roman 
Catholic plans and movements to force Congress to serve 
the interests of the Roman Catholic Church, except at its 
latest development. 

Roman Catholic Congressmen, knowing, of course, the 
wishes and demands of the Roman hierarchy, have introduced 
bills which would deprive the courts of their present consti- 


tutional jurisdiction, in certain cases, and which would place 


the jurisdiction of the courts in these cases within the power 
ef one man, the Postmaster-General, who, we have no reason 
to believe, desires such power, so far as the present official 
in question is concerned, and who, we believe, does not want 
such power. 
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These bills were referred to the House Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The bills, as presented here, 
explain themselves. 

The committee appointed a public hearing for the discus- 
sion of these bills on February Ist. 

At the request of Bishop Ferrando, | attended this public 
hearing in Washington to represent THe CoNvertep CatrHuo Ln 
Magazine, and, incidentally, another publication in which I 
am interested, and to give such assistance as | might find my- 
self able to give to other defenders of our Constitutionat 
rights. 

Three Roman Catholic Congressmen defended the bills, 
rather weakly, | thought, and without argument, consuming 
their time largely with a pitiful, babyish cry against alleged 
persecution of their Church and encouraging themselves in 
a rather needless, yet ostentatiously bold and brave, plea for 

clean press and for the suppression of vile, obscene and 
unclean literature. They sounded as though they thought 
they had cornered the morality of the land, and we tried to 


show them that some of it still remains in the open market. 


The following are the speakers in their order of appear- 


ance: 


esentative from New York; the Hon. James A. Gallivan (Roman Catho- 
ic), a Representative from Massachusetts; the Hon. James P. Maher 
Roman Catholic), a Representative from New York 

\gainst the Bills: The Rev. Randolph H. M’Kim, D.D., LL.D. (Prot 
estant Episcopal) of Washington, D. C., representing the Federation of 
Pastors of Washington, with a membership of approximately 300 minis- 
ters; The Rev. G. F. Williams, D.D. (Protestant Episcopal), of Wash- 
ngton, a writer; the Rev. Prof. W. Russell Collins, D.D., of THe Con- 
ERTED CATHOLIC; Prof, C. S. Longacre, of Washington, representing the 
Religious Liberty Association of the Seventh Day Adventists and editor 
i “The Liberty Magazine”: Mr. Sanford B. Horton, of Washington, 
Secretary of the Columbia Religious Liberty Association; Prof. W. W. 
Prescott, of Washington, editor of “The Protestant Magazine”; the Rev. 
loward G. England, of Washington (Protestant Episcopal), representing 
the Guardians of Liberty; the Rev. Clarence A. Vincent, D.D., of Wash- 
ington (Congregational), representing 800,000 Congregationalists and 
the Protestant Federation of Massachusetts; Mr. John D. Bradley, Presi 
lent of the Washington Secular League, representing the Liberalists, 
Rationalists, Secularists and Free Thinkers of the United States; Mr 

W. Stray, of Concord, N. H., Secretary of the Religious Liberty Asso- 
iation in New England (Seventh Day Adventist) 


lor the Bills: The Hon. John J. Fitzgerald (Roman Catholic), a Rep 


[ attended the hearing upon short notice, not expecting 
to be among the speakers. But upon hearing the so-called 
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defense, with its plea for Romanism, | could not resist the 
impulse to add my voice to the chorus of protest. 

The following are the protecting provisions of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, these three Roman Catholic bills 
which would destroy them, and my discussion of them before 


the committee, as delivered extemporaneously and corrected 


from the report of the official stenographer of the House 
Committee: 


CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES; Article III, Section 1: 
“The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one 
supreme Court, and in such inferior Courts as the Congress may 

from time to time ordain and establish, etc. 


Section 2: 
“The judicial Power shall extend to all Cases, in Law and 
Equity, arising under this Constitution, etc. . . . 
“The Trial of all Crimes, except in Cases of Impeachment, shall 
be by Jury; etc.” 


CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES; First Amendment: 
“Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the 
freedom of speech, oR OF THE PRESS; or of the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress 
of grievances.” 


63d CONGRESS, 
3p SESSION. 
H. R. 20644. 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
JANUARY 7, 1915. 

Mr. FirzceraALp introduced the following bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads and ordered to be printed. 

A BILL 
To amend the postal laws. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That whenever it shall be established 
to the satisfaction of the Postmaster General that any 
person is engaged, or represents himself as engaged, 
in the business of publishing any obscene or immoral 
books, pamphlets, pictures, prints, engravings, litho- 
graphs, photographs, or other publications, matter, or 

9 thing of an indecent, immoral, scurrilous or libelous 
10 character and if such person shall, in the opinion of 
11 the Postmaster General, endeavor to use the post office 
12 for the promotion of such business, it is hereby de- 
13 clared that no letter, packet, parcel, newspaper, book, 
14 or other thing sent or sought to be sent through the 
15 post office by or on behalf of or to or on behalf of such 
16 person shall be deemed mailable matter, and the Post- 
17 master General shall make the necessary rules and reg- 
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18 ulations to exclude such nonmailable matter from the 
19 mails. 


63d CONGRESS, 
3p SESSION. H. R. 20780. 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
JANUARY 11, 1915. 


Mr. GALLIVAN introduced the following bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads and ordered to be printed. 


A BILL 
To amend the postal laws. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That whenever it shall be established 
to the satisfaction of the Postmaster General that any 
person is engaged in the business of publishing any 
scandalous, scurrilous, indecent, or immoral books, 
pamphlets, pictures, prints, engravings, lithographs, 
photographs, or other publications which are, or are 
represented to be, a reflection on any form of reli 
gious worship practiced or held sacred by any citizens 
of the United States, it is hereby declared that the 
Postmaster General shall make the necessary rules 
and regulations to exclude such matter from the mails 


63d CONGRESS, 
an SEneeee. H. R. 21183 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
JANUARY 26, 1915 
\Ik. GALLIVAN introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads and ordered to be printed 


\ BILL 
To amend section two hundred and twelve of the Penal Code 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That section two hundred and twelve of the Penal Code of 
the United States be, and hereby is, amended by striking 
out said section and inserting in lieu thereof a new section, as 
follows: 

“Sec. 212. That all matters otherwise mailable by law, 
upon the envelope, outside cover, or wrapper of which, or 
any postal card upon which any of the nonmailable matter 
described in the foregoing section is written, printed, or 

11 otherwise impressed or apparent, is hereby declared unmail 
12 able matter and subject to the provisions and penalties set 
13 forth in said foregoing section regarding nonmailable matter.” 


MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE POST OFFICE 
AND POST ROADS 

_ John A. Moon, of Tennessee; David E. Finley, of South Carolina; 

Thomas M. Bell, of Georgia: William E. Cox, of Indiana: Frank E. Wil- 

son, of New York; William E. Tuttle, Jr., of New Jersey; Arthur B. 
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Rouse, of Kentucky; Robert H. Fowler, of Illinois; Fred L. Blackmon, of 
Alabama; Alfred G. Allen, of Ohio; Thomas L. Reilly, of Connecticut ; 
Edward E, Holland, of Virginia; Samuel W. Beakes, of Michigan; John 
P. Buchanan, of Texas; Samuel W. Smith, of Michigan; Halvor Steener- 
son, of Minnesota; Martin B. Madden, of Illinois; William H. Stafford, 
of Wisconsin; William W. Griest, of Pennsylvania; Ambrose Kennedy, 
of Rhode Island; Ira C. Copley, of Illinois; J. Kuhio Kalanianaole, of 
Honolulu. 


Statement of the Rev. W. Russell Collins, D.D., of New York, 
N. Y., Representing “The Converted Catholic,” of 
New York, N. Y., and “The Episcopal 
Recorder,” of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Dr. Collins: Mr. Chairman, I am the Rev. Dr. Collins, 
of New York, and | represent THe CoNvERTED CATHOLIC, a mag- 
azine of the city of New York, of which I am the secretary, 
and “The Episcopal Recorder,” of Philadelphia, as a member 
of its Board of Trustees, and the secretary. 

| wish, Sir, | had the power to give emphasis to all that 
the Rev. Dr. McKim has said. It has already been demon- 
strated that the attempt here is to divert the power of the 
courts to one man, and to give one man the jurisdiction 
which the courts now enjoy. I do not know the animus of 
it, except that it may be based upon the belief that it is possi- 
ble sometimes to more easily influence one man than it might 
be to influence a court. It might be an easier matter to preju- 
dice the mind of a single man than it would be to prejudice 
the minds of a court or of a jury. 

{t has been brought out here, through questioning, and 
reluctantly admitted, that behind this bill is a religious issue. 
It is the Roman Catholic Church making an attempt to defend 
itself against something, we do not know what. But I notice 
that the Roman Catholic Church does not adopt nor accept 
means of defense that are put within its reach. There is a 
certain book published in this country, which these gentle- 
men, the authors of these bills, would no doubt include in 
their definition of the terms obscene, libelous and scurrilous, 
in which the author brings tremendous charges against indi- 
viduals of the Church which has been brought into question 
here, in the preface to which he makes an offer of $10,000, to 
be given to any man or to any organization that will dis- 


prove any one of his charges, and offers to deliver up to such 
man or organization the plates of his book for destruction; 
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but not a single member of the organization, which is now 
appealing for redress here, has ever come forward to make 
any attempt to claim that $10,000; yet under this proposed 
law undoubtedly an attempt would be made to exclude that 
book from the mails as being scurrilous. 

Mr. Reilly (Congressman): Do you think it 1s scurrilous? 

Dr. Collins: I am not going to offer any opinion as to 
whether it is scurrilous or not. 

Mr. Reilly: What is the name of the book? 

Dr. Collins: If the views expressed in the book are true, 
then it is no more scurrilous than—— 

Mr. Fitzgerald (Congressman) (interposing): What is the 
title of that book? 

Dr. Collins: It is called “Romanism a Menace to the 
Nation,” by the Rev. Jeremiah J. Crowley, a former Roman 


priest. It has had a circulation of many hundreds of thou- 


sands. I am not giving the book my endorsement. My work 
is religious, not political. It is purely religious, and I am 
not defending any particular denomination. I am only citing 
that case, as an act of negligence on the part of this Church, 
to embrace the opportunity to secure redress by this means, 
treely offered and within its grasp. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, although the Postmaster-General 
possesses a great mind (as we have been told)—and he could 
not be Postmaster-General unless he did possess a great mind 

the greatest man in the world is necessarily human, and 
this is a matter which is liable to affect every one of us. 

If, as is confessed here, there is a religious question in- 
volved, and it is given to this one man to determine whether 
a publication be put out or remain, it is inconceivable that he 
shall not, even unknown to himself, in some way or other, 
yield to his religious prejudices, and the freedom of the press 
is thereby imperiled. 

Let me tell you how the operation of this law might affect 
some people. Say, | am engaged in a controversial question 
with a Church which has different views from mine. I declare 
that its theological teachings are a lie. They might bring me 
up as giving expression to a libelous utterance. One man has 
to determine whether I have committed a libel or not, and 
[ have no benefit of court. 
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There is a certain standard theology of the Roman Catho- 
lic Church, known as the Moral Theology of Liguori—Saint 
Liguori—published in Latin, in three volumes, by the firm 
of Benziger Brothers, publishers of Roman Catholic publica- 
tions in New York City, which deals with the questions of 
sex that have been repeatedly referred to here by the advo- 
cates of these bills, and this and similar publications have 
been declared, by those who are not of that belief, to be the 
most indecent, obscene and immoral publications in the 
world. They are permitted to be mailed through the United 
States mail. If my memory serves me correctly, about three 
years ago an attempt was made in this country to suppress a 
publication for publishing, in the original Latin, a part of 
the Liguorian Moral Theology, and the publisher was tried 
in the courts for publishing and transmitting through the 
mail obscene literature; and this became a notable case 
throughout the country. 

In other words, the standard theology of the Roman 
Catholic Church is presented to us in this country in the 
courts as indecent, immoral and obscene literature. 

I noticed, Mr. Chairman, that there is a great commo 
tion— 

Mr. Finley (Congressman) (interposing): Who was the 
defendant in that particular case? 

Dr. Collins: I think it was Mr. Thomas Watson, editor of 
the “Jeffersonian Magazine.” I do not belong to Mr. Wat- 
son’s school of thought, nor to the school of thought of the 
“Yellow Jacket,” nor of “The Menace.” But I am glad they 
were mentioned here. We have to tolerate these papers 
cr sacrifice our freedom of the press. 

Now, | want to take up a hypothetical case. I do not know 
whether it would be covered by this bill or not. I think if 
this bill were to be adopted that the word seditious should 
be included in its terms. 


Suppose that a certain editor should declare, in his paper, 
that if there were to come, at any time, a clash between the 
Government of the United States and another sovereign 
power, which sovereign power this editor recognizes as 
greater and of higher authority than that of the Government 
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of the United States—suppose he should declare that, in 
such a case, he and the people whom he represents would 
say, “To hell with the Government of the United States!” 
—is there any law which would prevent that seditious publi- 
cation from going through the mails? No. I would not vote 
for a bill to prevent it. I would rather that a man, the editor, 
fer instance, of the “Western Watchman,” a Roman Catho- 
lic newspaper, should say that than to limit his freedom of 
speech. I am glad to hear him express his opinion. I am 
glad to know that he is not a loyal citizen of the United 
States, but that he recognizes the sovereignty of the papa! 
State. 

One of the gentlemen here (Mr. Gallivan) (Congressman) 
put up the cry that certain literature published in the last 
campaign had the result of defeating forty-eight democratic 
candidates for Congress. I do not know what his argument 
is, exactly, unless it be that these papers were opposed to the 
election of those men. I must assume that, as the gentleman 
declares himself to be a Roman Catholic, they were Roman 
Catholics also. 

Now, there is a presentation made there—an erroneous 
presentation—that these papers represent religion. They 
do not, sir! 

Upon one occasion | had an article given to me that had 
been sent to “The Menace’—an article on the subject of 
religion. “The Menace” returned it to the author, stating 
to htm that they could not publish the article because it dealt 
with religion, and that they had nothing to do with religion 
and were not opposed to the Roman Catholic religion, but that 


they had only to do with politics, and Roman intermeddling 
with politics. 


These papers in the last campaign were opposed to the 
men who were defeated, because those men, by their relig- 
ious profession, acknowledge that a certain man, who is sovy- 
ereign of the papal States, is sovereign of the world, and that 
his sovereignty is greater than that of the United States; and 
there is a fear that their loyalty, as representatives of the 
Government of the United States, cannot be trusted. 

We are perfectly willing that they shall worship how, 
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whom and where they will, providing that they do not 
acknowledge any living man as king, or the sovereignty of 
any Government above that of the sovereignty of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. Gallivan (Congressman): I wish you would right 
now name one of those men who made this declaration, that 
he acknowledged any sovereign power than the sovereign 
power of the United States. I wish you would name right 
now one candidate for Congress, Democrat, Republican or 
a member of any other party who made such a declaration. 
Name one of them. 

Dr. Collins: I would like to ask you if you can give me a 
declaration of your own religion? 

Mr. Gallivan: I am a Roman Catholic, and proud of it. 

Dr. Collins: Do you not acknowledge that the pope is the 
sovereign ruler of Heaven, earth and hell, and all temporali- 
ties as well as spiritualities ? 

Mr. Gallivan: My answer to this man’s question is that 
he is temporarily insane, or he would not ask me that question. 

Dr. Collins: Then, sir, the theology of the Roman Catho- 
lic Church is insane, for that is what the theology of the 
Roman Church teaches. 

Mr. Gallivan: The theology of the Roman Catholic 
Church is not under discussion. I will answer—— 

The Chairman (interposing): You are out of order, Mr 
Gallivan, and if you want to ask the gentleman a question, 
ask him quietly and do not get into a controversy. 

Mr. Gallivan: I suppose he is in a controversy. 

The Chairman: Both of you are in a controversy. 

Mr. Gallivan: I am not in 

The Chairman (interposing): We must have order. The 
gentleman whose speech was interrupted by Mr. Gallivan 
and Mr. Gallivan have gotten into a controversy which is 
rather unseemly, in my opinion. If Mr. Gallivan wants to ask 
the gentleman, quietly, any question he may ask it now, and 
let the gentleman answer it in a quiet and orderly way. 

Mr. Gallivan: I have asked my question. I have asked 


him to name any one of the candidates for Congress, of any 


political party, who made the allegiance he says these Demo 
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cratic candidates who were defeated made, and which he 
says was the cause of their defeat. 

Dr. Collins: I have already given my answer, that these 
men are probably Roman Catholics—they profess the Roman 
Catholic religion and that profession itself constitutes the 
declaration. 

Mr. Fitzgerald (Congressman): That statement is an 
absolute, unqualifiedly inaccurate statement. 

Dr. Collins: I refer you to Cardinal Gibbons for the 
answer. 

Mr. Fitzgerald: I say that, so that there will not be an 
opportunity for anybody to think that such a statement as 
that is correct. 

[ am an American citizen and I owe allegiance to the 
Government of the United States. I cannot permit this man 
to publicly assail the integrity and patriotism of 16,000,000 
men like myself who, under our law, follow their own theory 
and method of religious worship. I wish, without creating 
any disturbance in the Committee Room, to be just as em- 
phatic as possible, in the statement that as patriotic and loyal 
men as live anywhere in the United States are to be num- 
bered among those who profess the Roman Catholic faith. 

Mr. Maher (Congressman): The gentleman stated in his 
early remarks that the three gentlemen in favor of the Fitz- 
gerald bill want to place the power of restriction in case of 
articles of this kind in the hands of one man. Did he, or not, 
hear the three men express themselves in favor of giving 
every man his day in court? 

Dr. Collins: Yes. After this one man had excluded him 


from the mails. If he is allowed, as under the present law, 


to go to the court first, I will agree to all that is in the bill. 

Mr. Maher: I think he should have his day in court. 

Dr. Collins: But destroy his papers first. Why should you 
object to the court? 

Mr. Maher: I am in favor of that. But I think these 
papers should be stopped. I think they have a right of appeal. 

Dr. Collins: Why should you want to introduce a substi- 
tute for the court? 

Mr. Maher: To stop the evil before it goes too far. 

Dr. Collins: I do not think that answers the question. 
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The Chairman: The gentleman may proceed with his 
argument, and when he concludes, if there is anybody else 
who desires to be heard, we will hear him. 

Dr. Collins: I wish to say to these gentlemen that, per- 
sonally, | have no animus against any member of the Roman 
Catholic Church. Many of my dear friends are members of 
that religious body. I am simply trying to state a situation 
in regard to which these political papers have been misrepre- 
sented. They have dealt with political issues only. 

| honor the Roman Catholic who believes in his religion, 
and I love him. There is no antagonism there at all. 

In my answer to this gentleman’s question I simply state 
what is the theology of that religion, which any Roman 
Catholic priest will testify is the theology of that Church. 


No other Church in Christendom claims jurisdiction over 
the civil authority except that Church. The Protestant 
Church is not in the same position. It claims no jurisdiction 


over the State. It does not claim to have the right of juris- 
diction over the State. The Roman Catholic Church does 
claim the right of jurisdiction over the State, and the cry of 
the pope to-day is that he is deprived of his right in many 
countries because he is no longer allowed to exercise the 
jurisdiction in those countries which he once exercised. He 
will not come out of the Vatican, because he claims to be a 
prisoner there, and because, if he should do so, the moment 
he makes egress from the Vatican grounds, his feet tread 
upon soil over which he should be sovereign, and of his sover- 
eignty over which he has been deprived. 

No other Church claims what the papal Church claims, 
and without any bitterness at all many American citizens feel 
that, with that Church professing that doctrine, it is not wise 
to put the Government of this country into the hands of rep- 
resentatives who profess allegiance to that Church. 

Mr. Maher: I wish to say this: I am a Roman Catholic 
and just as good a citizen as you are 

Mr. Gallivan (interposing): Better. 

Mr. Maher: I will go as far in defending this country as 
you or anybody else will. 

Mr. Reilly: Upon what authority do you state that these 
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bills were introduced by these gentlemen who have introduced 
them for the Catholic Church? 

Dr. Collins: I say that upon the authority of Mr. Maher, 
sir, in his admissions, made in answer to questions a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. Reilly: You claim that he said the Catholic 
Church 

Dr. Collins (interposing): After long cross-examination, 
he admitted that it was for the protection, at the present mo- 
ment—and in the future—that it was for the protection for 
that Church. 

Mr. Reilly: I would like to ask these gentlemen if they 
were urged in any manner, by any suggestion, coming in any 
degree, from anybody connected with the Catholic Church, 
that these bills which they introduced should be introduced? 

Mr. Gallivan: I desire to refer to the statement I made 
in the opening of my remarks, which was that | introduced 
this bill on my own initiative; that I have invited nobody 
to come here and advocate my bill. I think the committee 
understand me clearly on that point. 

The Chairman: The question Mr. Reilly asked, which he 
had a right to ask, was addressed to the gentleman who was 
speaking. 

Mr. Reilly: He said he accepted their statements. 

The Chairman: You may proceed, Mr. Gallivan, if you 
want to answer the question. 

Mr. Gallivan: I refer to the record of my opening remarks 
where I said I introduced this bill on my own initiative, and 
did not invite anybody to come here to advocate my bill. 

The Chairman: Is there anybody else who desires to be 
heard ? 


At this point I dropped the discussion, for it had drifted 
iway from the bills themselves and the Roman Catholic 


Congressmen seemed determined, in the want of any argu- 


ment of their own, to confuse the minds of extemporaneous 
speakers, by making frequent interruptions. All the neces- 
sary ground of objection had already been covered by the 
Rev. Dr. M’Kim, and this could only be repeated and empha- 
sized in multiplying protests. 


(To be continued. ) 
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LETTER TO CARDINAL GIBBONS 
XXXV. 
Dear Cardinal: 

In our last issue we observed that the policy of the new 
pope is going to be something entirely new to you, and that, 
unless the policy you have adopted for this country under- 
goes a radical change, you are in danger of losing favor with 
the Vatican. 

I am aware of the fact that the pope is only a figure 
head, and that the character of the man is not always a sure 
guide by which to judge what his policy as pope is going to 
be. Nevertheless, there are some facts regarding the life, 
character, election and surroundings of the new pope which 
will enable any one acquainted with the Vatican to foresee 
one thing. And this is, that the result of the conflict between 
the opposing forces now existing in the Vatican will be « 
new policy entirely different from the one adopted by the last 
pope, and yet nothing like that cherished by Leo XIII. 

Leo was an autocrat with a will of iron, who could mak: 
himself master of the situation because he was surrounded 
by two strong parties whose superiority one over the othe: 
consisted only in the person of the pontiff. So he was able 
to exercise his own will to a great extent, and to be sure that 
whichever way he chose he would be strongly supported. 

Pius X., on the other hand, having a very humble estima 
tion of his own abilities, placed himself wholly in the hands 
of his advisers. He believed that the power of “the Keys’ 
was entrusted to him as the spiritual head of the Church, but 
that the cardinals were also invested with the gifts of coun- 
sellors, and that he was bound to submit to their judgment 
So he allowed them to do as they thought best, and did what 
they commanded him to do. 

Both popes denied individual rights to others. Leo be 
lieved that every one was bound to submit to him, becauss 
he felt himself to be far above all men in personal gifts as 


well as ecclesiastical power. He would keep a prince on his 
knees during an entire audience, because he wanted to make 
him feel his inferiority. Pius believed that he was God's rep- 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 57 


resentative, and while he would not accept the obeisance of 
i child if directed merely to his own person, he could not allow 
any one to dispute his authority or that of his cardinals. Leo 
would say, “The world belongs to me by divine right, and | 
shall maintain that right. Pius would say, “The world be- 
longs to Christ by divine right, and I am its custodian and 
shall maintain it in His name.” Both were despotic in their 
policy ; but each in a different way. Leo would enjoy seeing 
the greatest king condemned to hold his horse’s bridle; Pius, 
with tears in his eyes, would send his best friend to death, if 
lie did not believe in his medieval theology. To Leo, pity 
was a despicable weakness, unworthy of a man in his ex- 
ilted station; to Pius, it was a crime, a heresy. Strange to 
say, that in so doing both felt that they were bound by duty! 

Senedict XV. believes himself to be both king and pope; 
but he believes that, as king, he can associate himself for 
vood with kings, as his equals, while as pope he presides over 
his brethren with supreme powers and gifts for the good of 
the Church. Believing that love covers a multitude of sins, 
ie holds that perfect love would destroy the roots of evil 
better than excommunications. He does not believe in the 
supremacy of papal power, as his predecessors did; he be- 
lieves in individual rights, but that every man by love can 
le made to form part of a unit for good. He has shown this 
bv his attitude toward those who were ostracized by the late 
pope. Father Lagrange, who had been persecuted and humil- 
ated, was restored as soon as Della Chiesa became pope. 
some will object that he was restored before Pius’ death, 
recause of his submission, but we all know, and we are glad 
‘Rome” acknowledges it, that such restorations under the last 
regime, though appearing to pardon, actually condemned a 
nan to ostracism, or subjected him to espionage for life, be- 
ides depriving him of the chance of future promotion. Mer. 
luchesne saw his great work on Church history put on the 
ndex. He tried again and again to obtain an interview with 
he late pope, and again and again was denied, with the most 
hameful contempt. Almost the first act of Benedict XV., 
iter his election, was to call him to the Vatican and hold the 
leasantest of informal chats with him. 
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These and other instances, as well as the significant deat! 
of the ultra-conservative papers mentioned by “Rome” (see 
quotation in our last letter) show what Benedict XV. would 
do if he were free. But, is he free? No, indeed! We have 
repeatedly affirmed that no pope can be entirely free, thoug! 
Leo XIII. came as near to it as possible. And Pope Bene- 
dict’s first encyclical reveals all too clearly that he is not 
free. Whether he has already been rebuked because of the 
abovementioned facts, or whether he is afraid to express him- 
self clearly, we cannot tell. His encyclical is misleading to 
one who does not know how to read between the lines. The 
first thing that occurs to the intelligent reader is that it has 
been submitted to the rigorous censorship of different indi 
viduals holding different views. We feel safe in saying that 
it does not express the whole mind of the pope; and this is 
either because he fears the “power behind the throne,” or be 
cause the censors themselves have made alterations in the 
original. 

But, in any case, he has said and done enough to win the 
confidence of the liberal party, and we can only hope that 
time will give him opportunity to get rid of certain men near 
him and constitute a college of cardinals after his own type 
Meanwhile he has suffered a great loss by the death, since his 
promotion, of four cardinals—Ferrata, Dubillard, Cavalli and 
Di Pietro. How he will fill these vacancies is a problem, 
and we very much fear that before a new consistory is held 
he will be greatly hindered in carrying out his own policy 
and may be obliged to do many things against his will. 

But whatever happens, it seems safe to predict that, while 
he will not attempt to make changes in the dogma, he will 
effect considerable change in the discipline of the Churcl 
These changes, Cardinal, will no doubt amaze you many a 
time, if God permits’ you to live long enough to see them 
established. 


How do we know all this? We know it from his encycl! 


cal. We have no doubt, as already remarked, that it has been 
greatly modified, but all through it runs the purpose of the 
man, which necessarily will have its bearing upon the future 
policy of the Church. 
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You may have noticed that the encyclical can hardly be 


alled a literary masterpiece. It is disconnected, and in many 
places is self-contradictory, yet there -are expressions in it 
which, however guarded, show the man. He is obliged, for 
instance, to condemn Modernism, and yet he upholds the Mod- 
ernists, much as he did some years ago when he was accused 
f shielding them. 
3efore making an examination of the Encyclical itself, 
there is something interesting to be noted. It is customary 
to give to each pope a distinctive motto or title, taken from 
the principal subject of his first Encyclical, and on the pres- 
ent pope has been bestowed the title of the “Pope of Love.” 
‘erhaps few realize how rarely is to be found within the walls 
f the Vatican a person worthy of such a title, but the last 
dministration was so destitute of love or Christian charity, 
that a new pope with such a message would be welcomed 
s a hero and a liberator of captives. We do not need to 
emphasize this, as the picture given by “Rome,” which we 
quoted in our last issue, is more convincing than anything 
ve could say on the subject. Generally the popes have said, 
love the Church”; this one says, “Love one another,” and 
n this particular case it is an encouraging word for the 
ppressed and a warning to the ecclesiastical oppressors. His 
ppeal to love is in reality but a denunciation of the late 
atican policy and its supporters. And we, who know only too 
vell the inside state of affairs in your Church, in this coun- 
try as well as Europe, understand the necessity of such a 
hange of attitude. 
Thousands of your priests have lamented and pled for 
ustice at the hands of their bishops in vain. The merits of 
man have even worked against him. The envy of the 
mall has triumphed over the great. And these evils have not 
cen limited to Massachusetts, where more than once a gen- 
ral revolt has been planned, but exist all over the country. 
Ve have known of cases where a trifling disagreement be- 
ween a priest and a Knight of Columbus brought a repri- 
and to the priest, and in some cases a suspension a divinis ex 
nformata conscientia, And we know that if, instead of Della 
hiesa, Merry del Val had been elected pope, we should have 
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to-day, in the United States, a National Catholic Church, 
which would have left to Rome only its bishops. 

You must know that there are thousands of complaints 
filed in Rome which have never received any attention. Hun 
dreds of priests have been expecting that the pope would give 
them his personal attention and learn the real condition of 
things here. If my information is reliable, Pope Pius’ atten 
tion was especially sought more than two years ago, and he 
was informed that the Vatican was being deceived by monk 
and prelates as to the real state of affairs in this country. 
This effervescent state has not changed; the priests are onl) 
waiting to see what the attitude of the new pope is going to 
be. If he comes up to their expectations, then the masters 
of yesterday must be put down, and a new order rule. If, 
on the contrary, the pope loves his high place more than he 
does justice, or is not allowed free action by those about him, 
then they must make up their minds to follow their own judg 
ment and act regardless of his dictates. 

[ am going to give you some advice, which, however dis- 
tasteful to you, may prove useful in averting a break, and 
believe me, in so doing, I feel I would be backed by more oi 
your own priests than you have any idea of. In the first 
place, for your own good, you should quench the “zeal, not 
according to wisdom,” of the Knights of Columbus. You 
think you owe much to them, but in the end you will find 
that they do more harm to your Church than good. They 
have been making a great deal of “froth,” but after all it is 
nothing but froth! They are entirely inconsistent with the 
policy of the new pope as it appears to be expressed in his 
Eneyclical, and, looked at through the glass of Christian 
principles, their existence and activities are ridiculous. Be- 
lieve me, Cardinal, I say this in all love and truth, and I am 
going to prove it. 

The watchword of the papacy for the last two decades 
has been, “Dominion at all costs.” To obtain this object n 


means has been spared. It was necessary to have represen- 
tation over here, and the country was flooded with Catholic 
immigration. Then, in order to bind Catholics together and 
to gain influence, organization was necessary. A _ secret 
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society was considered most effectual for this purpose, and 
nothing could be better adapted than the Order of the Knights 
of Columbus. We are sure that without their aid all your 
missionary efforts would have been of no avail; and there- 
fore the Church has regarded them as the real conquerors in 
this country. Privileges have been granted them, which have 
been denied to a faithful parish priest, laboring and suffering 
na solitary district. I know of some priests who, for con- 
cience’s sake, have spent their last penny in journeying tv 
onsult their bishop, who, after all, was found to be too busy 
enjoying himself in the company of some big Knights oi 
olumbus to grant them an audience. 

Now, Cardinal, these and many other things which | know 
the pope also knows, and he recognizes the fact that while 
‘reat activity and energy have been spent in seeking political 
nfluence and power, his own house has been so neglected 
that it is falling in ruins. So he will call a halt with regard 

temporal conquest, for the present, and will pay attention 

the conquest of souls, lest his spiritual power over men’s 


nds and wills be lost, and with it, everything. He will by 


ll means, if possible for him to do so, put a stop to the pres- 
nt order of things. Consequently, nothing can be more 
mtrary to his policy than the methods of procedure of the 
nights of Columbus. 
\s a Christian institution, we have said, they are ridicu- 
us. The mere fact of the order being a secret society makes 
them sons of darkness. One need only make use of common 
ense to see how absurd is their attitude, and it is becoming 
‘ore and more so every day. Why? Has God so blinded 
he authorities of the Church that they cannot see? 
When I observe the ways and methods of the Knights 
| Columbus it seems to me that they are only working for 
emselves. Many of them are only after personal position 
id power. I know several who, judging from their conversa- 
m, appear to be little better than heathen, as far as relig- 
us matters are concerned. I know of some who even de- 
ared themselves to be atheists just the day after going to 
nfession and receiving communion. One I know of had 
le priest of his parish removed to another place because on 
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account of his being a Mason the priest had called him a 
hypocrite. Their ways of approaching some men are exactly 
like those of any other society; that is to say, business inter- 
ests in many cases are made to come first as an object for 
joining their organization. 

Is this the way in which true Christianity has spread? 
Yet they are the favorites of the dignitaries of the Church. 
Well, you ought to remember that Rome has had to pay 
dearly for this kind of victory, so common in the past. Such 
victories cannot be permanent, and a day will come when the 
same political reasons which have hitherto made the Knights 
of Columbus so active in “Christian work” will cause their 
split and downfall, unless, indeed, you and they are forewarned 
and change your tactics. 

As this letter already occupies more than its allotted space, 
we shall hope to continue the study of Benedict’s first En- 


cyclical in our next. MANUEL FERRANDO, 


Alarm of a Romish Bishop at the Progress 
of the Spanish Tract and Book Society 


(“Gazette of the North.” ) 


Numerous readers of “The Gazette of the North” have called 
our attention to the fact of their having received by post books and 
tracts with heretical teaching, the work of the Protestants, which 
is rapidly spreading in the Basque Provinces. This propaganda 
is carried on extensively, reaching the most remote places, in 
proof of which it suffices to say that our good friend and active 
correspondent in Gorliz, Don Victoriano, has received their litera- 
ture, also his neighbors in that place. It is imperative that we 
should strike a note of warning to our readers to avert the great 
danger of being infected by the poison of that propaganda. De- 
stroy, or burn immediately those books, tracts and leaflets, and 
as good Romanists never, on any account, read them. Consult 
with your parish priest, who will give you prudent advice.— 
Spanish Religious Tract and Book Society. 
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SHALL PUBLIC FUNDS BE EXPENDED 
FOR THE SUPPORT OF SECTARIAN 
INDIAN SCHOOLS ? 


INDIAN RIGHTS ASSOCIATION, 
995 Drexel Building, Philadelphia, Pa. 
February 16, 1915. 

In 1869, under what is known as President Grant's “Peace 
Policy,” in the Government's treatment of Indians, the various 
Christian Churches were invited to assist in the humanitarian 
effort of Christianizing and educating these wards of the nation. 
Almost all the Churches accepted the invitation and established 
inissions and schools among the Indians. The Government, step 
by step, was led into the practise of granting financial aid from 
the public treasury in support of these Church schools. 

This un-American use of public funds should never have 
been inaugurated. The protests against making further grants 
‘t public money became so numerous and insistent, and the issue 
so acute, that Congress was called upon to determine the ques- 
tion whether in the future public funds should be granted for 
sectarian purposes. After a very full consideration of the sub- 
ject it was decided by Congress, in 1896, (29 Stat. L., 345), that 
further appropriations for sectarian Indian schools should be 
discontinued, in these words: “. . . and it is hereby declared to 
be the settled policy of the Government to hereafter make no 
appropriation whatever for education in any sectarian school.” 

Protestant Churches accepted this provision of law and dis- 
continued the use of public funds in maintaining their schools 
among the Indians; and to-day no Protestant Church school 


ior the education of Indians is receiving financial support from 


the Government. 

The Roman Catholic Church objected to the law forbidding 
the use of Government funds in support of their Indian schools, 
and from time to time, in various ways, have sought and secured 
grants of public money and funds due the different Indian tribes 
for maintaining their Indian Mission schools. For the present 
fiscal year the Indian Office reports show a total of $128,391 
contracted to be paid to Catholic schools among Indians. Of 


this amount $26,460 are deducted from the pro rata shares due 
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the Pine Ridge band of Sioux, and $648 from similar shares 
due the Lower Brule band of Sioux, being a total of $27,108 
which have been diverted from the fund *Education—Sioux Na 
tion,” authorized by the Act of March 2, 1889, to be paid fo 
schools for twenty years after the Act became effective. 

Section seventeen of the Act of March 2, 1889 (25 Stat. L 
S588), continued in force the benefits of schools for twenty year 
after the Act became effective, and the proclamation of the Presi 
dent declaring that the Act was in full force and effect was 
promulgated on February 10, 1890. Hence, after February 10, 
:g10, the provision of the agreement expired, and it follows that 
since that time the funds applicable for schools among the Sioux 
are taken from the public moneys of the United States. 

The United States Supreme Court, May 8, 1908, in the cas 
ef Quick Bear vs. Leupp (210, U. S. 79), decided that the fund 
for “Edueation—Sioux Nation,” now in question, was mone\ 


belonging to the Indians which might be legally used for sup 


port of sectarian schools because of the existence of the twenty 
year agreement. That agreement having expired on February 
(0, 1910, this appropriation, it is evident, since that date, woul 
necessarily be taken from the public money of the United States 
This was apparently the opinion of the Catholic Church, and it 
order that their Church might have a semblance of right to the 
continued use of the same fund after February 10, 1910, ther 
has been obtained an extension of the school benefits by securing 
the adoption of a clause which is a legal fiction, appended to th 
$200,000 annually appropriated for ““Education—Sioux Nation,” 
which reads as follows for the current fiscal year : 
to be expended under the agreement with said Indians in secti 

seventeen oi the Act of March second, eighteen hundred and eighty-nine 
which agreement is hereby extended to and including June thirtieth, nin 
teen hundred and sixteen.” 

It will be apparent that an agreement, or contract, extended 
by only one party to it is void and of no effect. The pretende 
extension and continuance of these school benefits being uni 
lateral, without consideration and without any obligation of th 
Government, the fund appropriated is clearly a gratuity fror 
the United States. Being a gratuity from the United States | 
ialls within the purview of the law prohibiting the use of publi 
money for sectarian Indian schools. 
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The clause above quoted, which is intended to authorize the 
grant of this fund for sectarian school support, was stricken 
rom the Indian Appropriation Act when the pending bill was 
eing considered in the House of Representatives. Hon. Henry 
i*, Ashurst, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
senate, secured the adoption of the clause by the Senate Com- 
nittee, so that it will be presented for adoption as a committee 
:mendment when the act is taken up for consideration by the 
senate. 

\n opportunity is now presented for defeating the effort to 
ontinue the use of public money for these sectarian schools by 
pposing this amendment of the committee. 


We are unalterably opposed to the use of public money for 


ectarian purposes. The decision of Congress, declared in 1896, 
o make no further appropriation for sectarian schools, should 
e strictly adhered to. It is absolutely necessary to close this 
loor and keep it locked; for it is manifest to all men that the 
upport of the parochial schools must be a great burden to the 
‘oman Catholics, and both their principles and interests com- 
iit them to a policy of securing grants for their parochial schools 
‘om the public funds. 

We request those who coincide with these views to address 
leir representatives in the United States Senate, either by tele 
ram or letter, protesting against the adoption of this amendment 

the pending Indian Appropriation Act (H. R. 20,150) which 
eks to extend the provision of the law of March 2, 18809, relating 

ty and affecting the expenditure of the item of $200,000, provided 
the act for the education of the Sioux Indians. 

Immediate action is necessary, for the reason that the pend 
g act may be taken up for consideration by the Senate very soon, 
nd without previous notice. 

Cart E, GRAMMER, 


President Indian Rights Association. 


God, it is true, will not refuse the necesary graces to fulfil the 
ties of the sacerdotal state to those who, in good faith, may be 
dained priests, yet there are very few who profit by those graces, 
pecially in America; the majority of them soon walk with very 
ity conscience.—Father Miller, “Catholic Priesthood,” vol. I, p. 152 
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THE RELIGIOUS QUESTION IN MEXICO 
BY I. C. ENRIQUEZ. 


So much hag been written about the religious difficulties in 
Mexico, so many groundless accusations against the Constitu- 
tionalists have been made by the Catholic clergy, that I, as a faith- 
ful Catholic and Mexican revolutionist, feel it necessary to an- 
swer the numerous charges which are being unjustly heaped upon 
us. It is a lamentable fact that every one of our accusers, either 
wilfully or through sheer ignorance, is overlooking the most im- 
portant laws of the Mexican Constitution. They seem utterly 
ignorant of the history and the conditions of the country, its peo- 
ple and its aims about which they are writing. Every one of them 
is hiding behind the cloak of religious bigotry, and in the name 
of Christianity and the Catholic religion tries to bring naught but 
sorrow to a people that is struggling for justice and independence. 

It is a sad commentary upon the Knights of Columbus organi- 
zation when it permits its organ to be used by a man who is afraid 
to sign his name to any article or argument that he may wish to 
present to them. Who is this man who, for fear of divulging 
his name, signs himself “An American Citizen?’ Why does he 
fear to make his name known? Is it because he had the au- 
dacity to attack President Wilson’s policies, or is it because within 
his heart he realizes that he is not telling the whole truth about 
a question of great import to millions of struggling Mexicans? 

The alleged influence of Masonry in the present revolution 
of Mexico, as claimed by many Catholics, is absolutely without 
foundation. Every one who knows anything at all is aware oi 
the fact that Masonry in Mexico is nothing more than a huge 
joke. That the Catholics are harboring wrong notions on the 
subject is evidenced by the fact that Huerta’s and Carbajal’s 
special representative at Washington, Jose Casteilo, was a promi- 
nent Mason. Huerta sent him here under the impression that 
he would be assisted by his brother Masons, but he soon dis- 
covered that the Masonic Order would not mingle in politics, 
or have anything: to do with the Mexican affairs. 

The whole question of Masonry and its influence in Mexican 
politics as argued by the many American Catholics, is an exploded 
theory, it is an attempt to discuss a subject they always feared 
and did not comprehend. 
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If the men who plead the cause of the oppressed Mexican 
iergy are to be taken at their word it would seem that the whole 
Mexican nation is composed of inconsiderate brutes and beasts. 
‘hey would like to create the impression that murder and rapine 
ire rampant in that country, and that the main attacks are 
lirected against the Catholic clergy. Nothing is more ridiculous 
than such accusations. As a Mexican who has fought in the 
evolution against Huerta, and as a Catholic, I know that every 
Mexican is at heart a faithful believer in the Mother Church. 
\lore than once I have seen hundreds of soldiers kneel in prayer, 
mploring the Almighty that He might bring peace to our land of 
‘trife. The first thing our soldiers did when we entered a city 
vas to seek out the houses of worship and offer our prayers in 
thanks to Him who brought us victory. No, nothing is more 
talse than the accusation that the Mexican people are against the 
(_atholic Church and its priests. 

To understand the true causes and reasons of dissensions and 
trife between the people and certain members of the high Catholic 
lergy one must go back to the first struggles of Mexico against 
he Spanish domination. It is the same struggle. The same 
rattles which the Mexicans fought a hundred years ago they are 
fighting over to-day. Unfortunately, with the end of the Span- 
ish domination and the liberation from the Spanish yoke, all the 
roots of the evil influences left by that regime were not torn out. 
he rulers of Spain left, but many of their harmful institutions 
taved behind, and it is against these institutions, which have been 
‘lowly devouring the minds of the Mexican people, which 
surped all their rights and kept them in ignorance that we Mexi- 
ans are still fighting and struggling. 

To say that we are nothing short of murderers, that we want 
mly to persecute the priests and the nuns, is to slander the Mexi- 
an nation. They are falsehoods, which are being utilized by cer- 
ain men in this country, who are seeking the intervention of the 
‘nited States Government in Mexico. They are working hand 
ti hand with the enemies of Mexican freedom; they are the evil 
orces which are seeking to curb the independence of our country. 

One need only go back to the history of Mexico to see that 

is the lower clergy who have always championed the cause of 
le poor and the oppressed. It was native members of the Church 
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who led the rebellion against the Spanish domination. So long 
as there is a Mexican or any other lover of freedom the name 
of Miguel Hidalgo, Jose Maria Morelos, and others, too numer 
ous to mention, will never be forgotten. They were priests. The) 
were Catholics who had the interests of the people at heart. They 
were true Christians, who realized the plight of the people, and 
who, at their own sacrifice, led the people in revolt against th 
iron rule of Spain. Does any one believe that a nation whicl 
attained its freedom by the aid of its priests would, a few year 
later, turn against them? Is any one naive enough to believ: 
that ? 

But the priests who fought for the liberty of the Mexicai 
peons are not the high Church dignitaries of to-day. During the 
300 years of Spanish rule over Mexico the Church comprised the 
secular and the regular clergy. The entire country was covere: 
with convents and monasteries, filled with friars and nuns, fo: 
the most part living in idleness on the labors of the starved peons 
At the time of the conquest the King of Spain had given vas 
grants of land to the various religious orders. They were em 
powered to do anything they desired, so long as they kept th 
Mexicans in submission. They had the legal rights to enslave 
those who lived on the estates granted to them by the king and 
christianize them. Those who failed to obey, or showed the least 
sign of disobedience, were punished with the well-known “Span 
ish Inquisition”’—the tortures of hell. Not content with thei 
enormous original land grants, the priests continually used thei 
power to withhold Extreme Unction from the dying as a mean 
of obtaining death-bed inheritances. By such practises th: 
Church and certain high dignitaries of the Church became thx 
supreme power of Mexico. With it also came the members oi 
the Church who were from the people, and who saw within th: 
Christian doctrine, not means of attaining fabulous wealth, bu 


of securing liberty and justice for a suffering people. They wer: 
the Morelos, the Hidalgos and others. 
Thus it was that the Mexican people learned to discet 


the difference between the high clergy, who grafted and lived of 
the poor, and the poor clergy who helped the people and fough 
for them. It was to those poor native priests that the oppresse 
and down-trodden Mexicans went in time of dire need. The 
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elt and knew that those priests were the true representatives of 
the Mother Church, and not those foreign rich Spaniards or 
renchmen, who lived on the fat of the. land. 

To illustrate what a power of wealth the Church was in 
lexico I will quote “Mexico a través de los Siglos,” Vol. 1V., 
age 317. 
“With the exception of a certain amount of land owned by the aristoc 
cy almost all the valuable lands of Mexico were in the hands of the 


urch, and even those not so owned were under heavy mortgage to 
r, or were crushed with tithings and taxes which went into her cof 


rs 







The same historian has this to say about the higher clergy: 





The clergy, mainly the higher officials, had accumulated and taken 
t of circulation an incalculable quantity of riches. In 1809 the tith- 
rs of six bishops amounted to the sum of $2,500,000—immense wealth 
those days There were bishops and archbishops whose salaries 
ounted to more than $100,000 a year. Indeed, a careful estimate of 
revenue of the Church, just previous to the War of Independence, 
eals the enormous figure of $50,000,000 a year.” 








It is but natural for any people which has been burdened with 
ch obligations to rebel. No matter how law-abiding or God- 













iring they might be it was impossible for them to endure the 
ameless conduct of the high dignitaries of the Catholic Church. 
e struggles for independence were but the beginning of a real 
rising against the stifling power of the Church. The Church 
| become such a powerful force in the political life, due to its 
mous possessions, that it could change the government any 
e it wished to do so. The people realized that they were at 
mer¢y of a few foreign high Church dignitaries, who could 
rform with their governments acrobatic tricks similar to those 
rformed by a Japanese juggler with his five balls. A change 
is necessary, and it came after a three years’ struggle—from 
57 to 1860. 

The first important article of the Constitution of 1857 (Las 
ves de reforma) dealt precisely with that sore upon the life of 


Mexican nation. Here it is: 











\rticle 






I. The immediate suppression of all monasteries 
and the immediate and complete confiscation of all 
perty to the use of the nation 
\rticle V. The establishment of civil recording authorities for births, 
riages and deaths, thus abolishing the much-abused privilege of the 
Church in the matter of establishing the civil status of persons 


and cor 
Church 
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It will be noticed from these articles that the revolution was 
greatly concerned with the powers of the Church, and that it 
devoted much of the new Constitution to the elimination and the 
divorce of the Church from the State. However, it will be borne 
witness by any one who lived in Mexico any length of time that 
every one was accorded religious liberty, and that every one had 
the right to worship his God. 

But I will not even attempt to answer all the charges that ar 
veing showered upon us. I will let some one else tell the story 
of our struggles and our plight. I will quote the Rev. Dr. John 
Buttler, who has been a missionary in Mexico for forty years. 
] have never met the gentleman, and do not know who he is 


My first knowledge of him came when I read his open letter to 
the “New York Evening Post.” In this letter he frankly tells 


the sad story of our miserable life, our futile attempts to free our 
selves from the voke of centuries of slavery, and our heroic fight 
to keep up with the march of civilization, regardless of the stifling 
influence of the many reactionary forces. 

I will not touch the phase of his letter in which he shows the 
unfairness of the American attitude toward our political upheaval, 
nor will I quote him where he answers the many groundless accu- 
cations of Colonel Theodore Roosevelt. I will confine myself to 
the religious question only. The lettter appeared on January 5, 
(915. 


‘‘Mexican historians make clear why such drastic measures were neces- 
sarily incorporated into the Constitution and emphasized by the reform 
laws of 1859. It was. as one of them says, “because the Church became 
a very prominent factor in politics and could upset and establish gov 
ernments at its pleasure, fomenting the many revolutions which were 
constantly breaking out.” (Romero, page 94). Therefore it was that the 
political power of the Church was destroyed by effecting a complete 
independence of the Church and State, and the confiscation of all Churcl 
property, from the most magnificent cathedral to the smallest chapel, 
and from the most extensive convent to the humblest shrine in the 
country. Hence all Church property not built in recent years belons 
to the Government, which, in turn, gives a free lease to the Church of 
such edifices as are required for public worship. All this was broug! 
to pass by the Liberal Party, whose members lived and died in t! 
Roman Catholic fold, though they were decidedly opposed to the Churc! 
as a political institution. Rare, indeed, the case when a Libera! declaré 
himself opposed to Christianity. We repeat, then, that reports of the 
confiscating of Church property in these days is a mistake—such con 
fiscation occurred nearly sixty years ago. 

_ “Another mistaken charge is that the present leaders of the revolu- 
tion are expelling priests, nuns and other religious orders from Mexico 
The same reason given above as to the political influence of the Church 
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vlied, and with special force, to all secret religious orders. Hence in 
73 Mexico believed it was for her best interests to promulgate addi- 
nal reform laws, which expelled all such secret societies from the 
untry. In this they only did what several countries in Latin America 
d many countries in Europe had found it necessary to do before them. 
) Now, if Jesuits, nuns and members of the kindred orders have re- 
itly been found in Mexico they were there against the law, of the exist- 
-e of which they certainly were not ignorant. If any previous Adminis- 
ition “winked” at their presence, that did not signify a justification 
- their remaining, and certainly the present authorities were fully au- 
orized in reminding them of the law. 
“It has also been asserted that many of the clergy have recently been 
pelled from the country. I believe, absolutely, in toleration and pro 
tion for the followers of all creeds. The Constitution of 1857 provides 
t only for the separation of Church and State, but it also guarantees 
religious liberty. This means for Roman Catholic, Protestant, or 
w, and no one has more reason to be grateful for these reasonable 
| just provisions of the Constitution than the ancient people of God, 
ose descendants in Mexico were in former times subjected to much 
iel treatment simply for following the faith of their fathers. (2) 
“Now, it appears true that a considerable number of priests have been 
nt out of the country; but the revolutionists claim that all such were 
reigners and had given provecation. They likewise claim that manv 
these left “because of troubled consciences,” or for fear they might 
expelled. All foreigners who have resided in Mexico, whether priests 
laymen, knew of the existence of the famous thirty-third article of 
Constitution. This article was framed at a time when these secret 
ders were giving trouble to the Government, and it empowers the 
thorities to expel from the republic without process of law, any 
reigner found meddling with politics. We readily confess it is a tre- 
ndous power to place in the hands of any man. But the experienc: 
the past called it into existence, and few are the foreigners in that 
id who have not heard of thirty-third article, and who have not a 
ear understanding of its significance.” 


That, however, is not the whole story concerning the high 
itholic clergy. Of late much has been written about the ignor- 
ice and immorality prevalent among the poorer classes of the 


lexican populace. It is said that a large majority of them totally 


isregard the marriage ceremony and live in open violation of 
e sacraments of marriage. What the causes and reasons are 
r such religious transgressions has never been offered by any 
the accusers of Mexico’s poor. One thing is certain, and that 
. that the peons or Indians are not violating any of the canons 
the Church because they have ceased to believe in it. Far be 
from such. An investigation has proven that the price for 


(1) This statement is not quite correct; European countries divorced 

e Church from the State many years after Mexico had set the example 
(2) Before the overthrow of Spanish rule in Mexico the Inquisi- 
in burned several Jews at the stake for refusing to be converted to 
e Catholic faith. 
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marriage sacraments, instituted by the high Catholic clergy, is s 
unreasonably high that it is almost impossible for the poor t 
iicet it. In this manner they are practically forced by the Churc!l 
dignitaries themselves to violate the canons of the Church. 
That demands for the lowering of the prices for variou 
sacraments have been made by the populace of Mexico is wel 
xnown to any one who has lived there. That those demand 
were made in vain, that the high Catholic dignitaries absolute) 
refused to comply with the demands of the poor is well know: 
to every one in Mexico. To illustrate the benighted ways an 
means utilized by certain high clergymen I will quote Carlo d 
l‘ornaro from his book, “Diaz, Czar of Mexico.” 
“The following incident will exemplify the insidious and treac!l 
erous ways used by the clericals to suppress opposition or liberal 


ism in their midst: 


“In 1901 a priest, called Joachin Perez, fifty years old, wrot 
to Monsignor Averadi, apostolic delegate letters, in which h 


eged for the modification of the high tariff for the adminis 


te 


tration of the sacraments. The petition was signed by thousand 
{ Catholics. Monsignor Averadi diplomatically answered thi 
he would consult the pope. But instead of so doing the Arcl 
bishop of Puebla and the monsignor gave a private dinner t 
Mucio Martinez, Governor of Puebla, and convinced him tha 
Verez was hatching a political conspiracy. 

“By order of the Governor the unfortunate priest was attack« 
in his parish, at Atlixco, at midnight, beaten and then taken t 


jail. All his property and chattels were confiscated, and althoug 


suffering from rheumatism, he was kept in confinement for ove 


fourteen months. Eventually, through the efforts of his siste: 
who went to beg the intervention of her uncle, Ignacio Marisca 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, he was freed.” 

The instance sighted by Carlo de Fornaro is one of hundred 
that can be brought to show wherein the high Catholic dignitarie 
always acted against the interests and desires of the poor an 
oppressed. 


(To be continued.) 





